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By SAMUEL BOTTOMLE x, 
Of S ARBR OU 


That the Bleſſing of Abraham might come on the Genie | 
through Fejus Chrift. Gal. iii. 14. 


| Then will I ſprinkle clean Water upon you, and ye ſhall 
Be clean. Ezek. xxxvi. 25. 
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PER E FAG 


LE not any ſuppoſe, that a fondneſs jor 
*— controverſy, about the circumſtantials of 
Religion, hath given birth to this publica- 
tion; for if my word may be credited, the 
very reverſe is true. It is roundly aſſerted 
by ſome, that my practice ręſpecting Baptiſm, 
has no foundation in the Scriptures, but reſts 
on the pillar and ground which ſupports 
Popery. That the Church of Rome approves 
of Infant Baptiſm is true, nor do I proteſt 
againſt her on that account; were I to reject 
every doctrine which Papiſts receive, of- courſe, 
TI muſt diſown both the being of a God, the 
divine miſſion of Chriſt, and the reality of” a 
future ſtate. But I certainly ſee, or think 
1 fee, ſufficient reaſons contained in the Word 
/ God, for baptizing Infants; what they 
are, may be learnt from the following pages, 
and bow far I am miſtaken, the candid rea- 
der is at liberty to judge for himſelf : If the 
prattice cannot be ſupported by the Scrip- 


2 | Furèes, 


- Ee. 


tures, T am heartily willing it ſhould fall to 
the ground; for ſurely, if my heart deceives 
me not, I would no longer practice as a ſa- 
cred rite, what cannot be defended by the 
ſacred word. But ſhould the reaſons ad- 
vanced, weigh as much with the reader, as 
they do with the writer, I preſume, he will 
not refuſe Baptiſm to Infants, or ſay it is 

not properly adminiſtered to them by fprink- 
hng or pouring. 


My regard for thoſe Chriſtians who oppoſe ® 
my principles and practice reſpefting this ® 
matter, 1s great, and to give them offence is 

moſt foreign from my wiſh and deſign. To 
enter into controverſy with them, is what I 


am fully determined not to do; and 1 hope 
their own good ſenſe and candor, will pre- 
vent their interpreting this ſhort plea in 
Javour of my own conduct, into a Proclama- 
tion of war againſi them. 


As a reaſon for this publication, J 40 not 
pretend either the importance of the ſubject, 


|. or any new diſcoveries I have made into it; 
| indeed the latter can now hardly be expected, 


1 for baving been fo often and ably inveſtigated, 
| it muſt in a great meaſure have long fince 
been exhauſted. The principal reaſon is, that 
| God 
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PREFACE, * 
O0 baving committed to my truſt the care of 


. {eo precious ſouls, which J efteem a charge 
| Ar more important, than any language I 
nov is able to expreſs, and finding it incom- 
= patible with my plan of promoting their eter- 
nal intereſts, to inſiſt fo largely and frequent- 
= / on the ſubject, as might ſeem neceſſary to 
2 we ifh them with anſwers to thoſe who make 
Y it a ſtudy to find ohjections againſt their prac- 
tice; I have therefare judged it not improper, 
to draw up ſome of the prineipal reaſons for 
S Ti proceedings herein, that they may have 
= them to turn to as occaſion requires. 


I have heard and read a little on both ſides 


be queſtion, and ſeveral times grieved to ob- 
9 | ſerve the controverſy ſwelled, with what ap- 


peared to me, to have little or nothing to do 


= with it, To defend a ſacred ſubject by fytyri- 


cal wit, inſtead of ſolid argument, is certain- 
ly a diſgrace unto it; and yet ſeveral writers 
on the ſubject before. us, have given their 


= calm diſþaſſionate readers cauſe to ſorrow on 
#75 very account. That I may be kept from 
running into this error whilſt writing my 


Fit tbougbto, is dhe unfeigned de "rs of * 
heart. 
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vi PREFACE. 

J flatter myſelf, nothing is advanced that 
will ſtimulate any to take public notice of it ; 
but if any perſon ſhould, what he offers will 
meet with a careful and candid peruſal, and 
F it ſhould work conviction on my mind, will 
produce an honeſt confeſſion both from my 


mouth and pen. But till ſomething of this 


7s the caſe, though all the world befides ſhould 
deny Baptiſm to the Infants of Chriftian pa- 
rents, I am perſuaded I ſhall not do it.—T 
have only to recommend to the bleſſing of God, 
what I have advanced in his name, and ab- 


Serie myſelf 


The READER's 


Iell-wiſher and Servant, 


For CnRisT's Sake, 
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A Short Plea in Favour 
Infant Baptiſm, ac. 


A R Fi 


HAT Baptiſm is an ordinance of God, 
1s generally allowed ;* but who are the 
proper ſubjects of it, and by what 
mode it ought to be adminiſtered, have 

long been diſputed by ſome of the moſt pious 
and learned men: From this circumſtance, I 
have ſometimes inclined to think, that if 
the matter were either ſo important in it- 
ſelf, or ſo clearly revealed in the Scriptures, as 
each party in their turns have ſeemed to inſi- 
nuate ; ſurely men of ſuch a character, and 
who agree in every thing elſe, would hardly 
have differed ſo widely in this particular. 


I obſerve, when the oppoſers of Infant Bap- 
tiſm contend againſt the Socinians, they ſeem 
diſſatisfied that their adverſaries bring for 
proof againſt Chriſt's divinity, ſuch texts as 
only prove his humanity : They tell - them, 
they firmly believe that Chriſt was very man, 

but 


* 'They who ſuppoſe, that water-baptiſm is ſuperſeded 
by the baptiſm of the Holy Ghoſt, ſeem to have forgot the 
Apoſtle Peter's words, Acts x. 47. Can any man forbid 
water, that theſe ſhould not be baptized, which have 
received the Holy Ghoſt as well as we? — Obſerve, 
he urges their having received the Holy Ghoſt, as the 
reaſon why they ſhould be baptiſed with water. 


Wa 
but that it by no means follows from thence, 
that he was not alſo very God: But have not 
we the ſame reaſon to complain of them, when 
they contend with us againſt Infant Baptiſm ? 


They are generally very copious upon ſuch 
parts of Scripture as inform us of the Baptiſm 


of Believers; but, What have they to do in the 


controverſy between them and us? When they 
fight with theſe weapons, they ſhould not 
fight with us, for we are not their enemies : 
In this point they know we are agreed, and 
contend as much as they, that adult perſons 
converted from Judaiſm or Heatheniſm to 
Chriſtianity, ought to be admitted into the 
Church by Baptifm ; and that a confeſſion of 
their faith is previouſly neceſſary : For this, we 
have, beſides the coramand of Chriſt, almoſt 
numberleſs examples; but at the ſame time 
we contend, that all who received Chriſtian 
Baptiſm in adult years, muſt either have ſo 
received it, or not at all, feeing they never 
received it before; and alſo, that there is not 
a ſingle inſtance of any other kind of Adult 
Baptiſm recorded in the whole Bible. As 
much as our adyerſaries talk of precept and 


example, we tell them honeftly, that if they 


can find us one command of God, prohibiting 
Baptiſm to Infants, we will join with them in 
obeying it; or if they can produce us one ex- 
ample from Scripture of its ever having been 
refuſed to 'them, we will Join with them in 
following it: But on mature ſearch it will be 


. found, that of all the thouſands who were 


baptiſed when adult, not one of them was the 


offspring of a baptiſed believer; and yet, as 


a judicious writer takes notice, The hiſtory 
of the Acts of the Apoſtles continued ahove 
{* the ſpace of thirty years from Chriſt's aſ- 

ent 


Wo 


1 © cent to Paul's impriſonment at Rome; 
and during that time, thouſands were born 
Z of Chriſtian parents, and grown up to the 
age of twenty or thirty years, and yet there 
« is not one inſtance in the Scripture of any 
© ſuch Baptiſms in adult years.” Now to 
ſuppoſe they were baptiſed in their infancy, 


4 | Will prevent our being ſurprized at not find- 
3 ing any of them baptized after they became 
Y adults. | | 


But before I proceed any further, let the 
S queſtion in debate be properly ſtated; which 
= is not, as obſerved before, whether adult con- 
verts to Chriſtianity ought to be admitted in- 
to the Church by Baptiſm, but when they are 
ſo admitted, What is to be done with their 
infants? Are they to receive, or be refuſed 
this divine ordinance? To receive it, ſay we, 
To be refuſed it, ſay others. The reaſon why 
I do not refuſe it to them, 1s, becauſe I find 
no divine authority for ſo doing: Whether I 
have ſuch authority for adminiſtering Baptiſm 
to them, let the candid and impartial reader 
weigh the contents of this publication, —udge 
for himſelf, and a& accordingly, 5 


Some of our oppoſers have inſinuated, as an 
objection againſt our arguments, that they are 
(to uſe their word) circumlocutory. We free- 
ly own, that they are drawn from conſequences, 
but the objection, if it be one, ſtands with as 
much force againſt their arguments as ours: 
We do not pretend that it is written in ſo 
many words in the Bible, that the infants of 
believers are to be baptiſed; nor can our ad- 
verſaries find any text therein which ſays they 
are not to be baptiſed: If either one or the 

other 


„ 


other of theſe declarations could be found in 
holy writ, I conceive an end would be put to 
the debate; but as this is not the caſe, we 
both proceed exactly in the ſame method of 
argumentation : They not being able to find 
the latter declaration, viz. That Infants are not 
to be baptized, endeavour to prove it from 
conſequences; and if we do not blame them 
for arguing againſt our practice from conſe- 
quences, W thy ſhould they blame us for argu- 
ing from conſequences ſer it? I do not fee 
that either of us are blame-worthy for taking 
this method, ſeeing it is the only method we 
can take; or indeed how any can blame us, 
without, at the ſame time, caſting a reflection 
both on our Lord and his Apoſtles : Chriſt 
teemed to think this method ſufficient for 
proving a more important doctrine than Infant 
Baptiſm, te wit, The great doctrine of the re- 
ſurrection of the dead, Matt. xx11. 31, 32. 
where he oppoſeth againſt the Sadduces, who 
denied it, not a paſſag e where It was expreſſed 
in ſo many words, but one from which it 
might be inferred by juſt conſequences, viz. 
Exod. 111. 6. I am the God of Abraham, 
cc the God of Iſaac, and the God of Jacob.” 
Is it not at once perceived, that to prove the 
reſurrection from this text, many conſequences 
are neceſſary?:— Paul and Barnabas took the 
very fame method to prove from the Old Teſ- 
tament that they-were to preach the Goſpel to 
the Gentiles, Acts xiti. 46, 47. Lo, we 
* turn to the Gentiles. For ſo hath the Lord 
« commanded, ſaying, I have ſet thee to be 
<2 light of the Geatiles.” Now this ancient 


promiſe to Chriſt, they conſidered as an im- 


plicit command to er the Goſpel to the 
Gentiles; 
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tranſgreſſion; not to retain his anger, 


ſubdue our iniquities, and caſt our ſins into 


E x8 F 
Gentiles; and hence I conclude, that a virtual 
command, and proof from ſcripture by juſt 
conſequences, may be ſafely depended upon in 
the moſt weighty and important matters, But 
to proceed : Weeks 


I apprehend, one main argument for Infant 
Baptiſm under the preſent diſpenſation, is 
drawn from Irf at Circumciſion under the 
laſt; and which hath hitherto ſtood againſt the 
moſt formidable batteries which have been 
formed againſt it, and will, I doubt not, ſtand 
ſo long as heaven and earth endure. . 


It appears to me, that Circumciſion was ap- 
pointed and adminiſtered under a diſpenſation 
of that covenant which belieyers are now un- 
der.—That Circumciſion being done away, 


Chriſtian Baptiſm is ſubſtituted in its place. 


And therefore, as we have no order from God 


to the contrary, we are right in adminiſtering 


Baptiſm to the ſame kind of ſubjects. 


The reaſons why I think Circumciſion was 
appointed under a diſpenſation of the ſame 
covenant believers are now under, are the fol- 
lowing, viz. 1ſt, Becauſe the ſame ſpiritual 


bleſſings were promiſed. Jehovah promiſed 


to be a God unto, Abraham, Gen, xvii. 7. 


which promiſe being Amen in Chriſt, Gal. ili. 
17. muſt comprehend in it more than tem- 
poral bleſſings: It ſurely contained in it ſpi- 


ritual and eternal bleſſings alſo, Hence when 


God is ſaid to pardon iniquity, and pes by 
d ret: er, but de- 
light in mercy ; to have compaſſion upon us, 


the 


E 


the depths of the ſea; he is ſpoken of as per- 
forming the truth to Jacob, and the mercy 
which he ſwore to Abraham, Mich. vii. 18, 
19, 20. When Jehovah engages to be our 
God in Chriſt, what can we defire more? This 
is the very ſum of eternal life, Rev. xxi. 7, 
He that overcometh ſhall inherit all things, 
66 and Iwill be bis Ged.. 


2. As the ſame bleſlings Here promiſed, fo 
likewiſe were they to the ſame p ubjects, viz, 
Believers. The only difference is, that before 
they looked to a Saviour to come; now, they 
look to him as actually come.—The way by 
which Abraham was juſtified, and that by 
which all true Chriſtians are juſtified, is one 
and the fame, to wit, Not by the works of the 
law, but by the righteouſheſs of faith, Rom. iv, 
Chriſt was the mercy promiſed to Abraham, 
and Abraham ſaw his day and was glad. Paul 
teſtißes that the Goſpel was preached to Abra- 
Ham, — That it is the bleſſing of Abraham which 
is come on the Gentiles through Jeſus Chriſt, — 
That they which be of faith are the children 
of, and bleſſed with, faithful Abraham, Gal. 111, 
Aae 1 conclude, that the difference be- 
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| T hat Chriſtian Baptiſm is, come in. the place 
# Circumeiſion, will be as eafy to demon- 


was not eſteemed a trifligg matter ; at its firſt 
inſtitution, God ſaid it ſeuld be a token of 
the covenant, Gen. vii. 13, Paul calls oy l 
ca 


1 5 


rate. Let it be apſeryed, that Circumciſion 


„ 


W521 


ſeal of the righteouſneſs of faith, and fays it 
profited much every way, Rom. iii. 1, 2. ch. iv. 
11. Now if Circumciſion be done away as an 
Old Teſtament rite, ſurely we may look for 
ſomething as good or better in its place: The 
Sir: Paſſover is no more, but we have the 


Lord's Supper ;—Jewiſh Prieſts are no more, 


but we have Jeſus Chriſt, our great High- 
Prieft ;—and if we have not the. Seventh-day 
Sabbath, we have the Firſt. But what have 
we in the place of Circumciſion ? It will nor 
ſuffice for anſwer to ſay, We have the Cir- 
cumciſion of the heart, for that Abraham had 
before he received Circumciſion in the fleſh, 
Rom. iv. 11. That Cireumciſion in the fleſh 
intimated the corruption of the heart, and its 
need of being circumciſed with the Circumci- 
ſion made without hands, I readily grant, but 
outward Circumciſion is done away? . What 
then? Have we no external ordinance in its 
place? If not, the Church by the coming of 

Chriſt, is deprived of an ordinance which the. 
Apoſtle ſaid profited much every way. But 
there is good ground to ſuppoſe that Baptiſm 
has ſucceeded Circumciſion, becauſe both or- 
dinances appear to have the ſame ſignification: 
As the blood in Circumciſion might point out 
the blood of Chriſt, when he ſhould be cut off 
from the land of the living, to remove the 
guilt of his people, and prevent their being 


* That Circumciſion ſhould be changed is not in the 
leaſt ſurpriſing, for it was a bloody rite, and beſt ſuited 
that bloody diſpenſation to which 1t was confined : Bur 
When the great propitiatory ſacrifice was offered up, and 
the atoning blood thereof ſhed « the croſs, it were fit 
that the bloody ſacrifices which had long ſhadowed ir 
forth ſhould ceaſe, and with them the blaody rite of Cir- 


cumciſion. 


cut 


E 
cut off from God for ever; ſo may the water 
in Baptiſm preſent to our view that ſame foun- 
tain opened for ſin and uncleanneſs—that pre- 
cious blood of Chriſt which cleanſeth from all 
ſin. The blood of circumciſion might inti- 
mate, as noted before, the natural corruption 
of the party circumciſed, together with his 
need of regeneration and ſanctification; ſo, in 
like manner, the water of Baptiſm, though it 
be neither the one nor the other of theſe, is a 
ſign evidently ſignifying the abſolute neceſlity 
of both.—And whereas Circumciſion was but 
once to be adminiſtered under the Old Teſta- 
ment; ſo Baptiſm is but once to be adminiſ- 
tered under the New; and both as ordinances 
of admiſſion into the viſible Church. Circum- 
ciſion was the door into the Church in Abra- 
ham's time; Baptiſm in ours. And may we 
not from hence conclude, that both ordinances 


are. to be adminiſtered to the ſame kind of 


ſubjects? If fo, then not only believers, but 
their ſeed alſo are to be baptiſed. And of 
this I am the more perſuaded, ſince I read of 
whole houſholds being baptized with the heads 
of them. Our opponents ſuppoſe. there were 
no children in thoſe houtholds; but can they 
prove it. If they had read of whole houſ- 
holds being circumciſed, they would have ſup- 
poſed that children were included; and as they 
would have ſuppoſed in that caſe, ſo we ſup- 
pole in zhis. 


It is but a weak objection to Baptiſm's com- 
ing in the place of Circumciſion, to ſay, That 
the former 1s adminiſtered both to males and 
females, but that the latter was adminiſtered 


to males only, becauſe the females were in- 
cluded 
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cluded in the males, but were not in the na- 
ture of things capable of being circumciſed : 

But Baptiſm, as it is leſs painful, equally as 
ſignificant, and more ſimple; ſo it may be 
far more conveniently and univerſally applied, 

to females with as much eaſe and propriety as 
to males: If the former diſpenſation was li- 
mited, the preſent is not ſo; now there is 
neither Jew nor Gentile, male nor female, but 
all are one in Chriſt.— Now, is it not more 
rational to conſider the external ordinance of 
Baptiſm, thus coming in the place of Circum- - 
ciſion, than to find ſo important an ordinance 


done away, and no other ſubſtituted in its 
place? , 


But the Apoſtle's words, Col. ii. 11. are fo 
convincing, as not to leave room with me for 
the ſhadow: of a doubt. © In whom,” ſays he, 
(ſpeaking of Chriſt) «© ye are circumciſed with 
« the Circumciſion made without hands, in 
«© putting off the body of the fins of the fleſh, 
ce by the Circumciſion of Chriſt.” Verſe 12, 
© Buried with him in Baptiſm.” What is here 
meant by the Circumciſion of Chriſt? Not 
that which he received in the fleſh when an 
infant, for that was the Jewiſh rite the Apoſtle 
is here oppoſing, in oppoſition to thoſe Jewiſh 
teachers who inſiſted on the neceſſity of conti- 
nuing of it: Nor can it be the ſpiritual and 
inward Circumciſion of the heart, for that he 
had juſt mentioned before, and called the Cir- 
cumciſion without hands; and we muſt not 
ſuppoſe the Apoſtle guilty of ſo nonſenſical a 
tautology as to ſay, Ye are circumciſed with 
the Spiritual Circumciſion, by the Spiritual 
Circumciſion ; but he plainly ſays, that the 


Circum- 


i 

Circumciſion of Chriſt is, being buried with 
him in Baptiſm. And hence with propriety 
ſays the pious Biſhop Hall, «© What is Bap- 
« tiſm, but an Evangelical Circumciſion 2? 
« What was Circumciſion but an Evangelical 
« Baptiſm? One both ſupplied, and ſucceed- 
« ed the other; and the Author .of both, 
« would undergo both. He would be cir-. 
« cumciſed, to ſanctify his Church that was; 
« and baptized, to ſanctify his Church that 
«© ſhould be.“ Contem. vol iii. p. 57. 


Seeing then that the children of believers, 
under a diſpenſation of the Covenant of Grace, 
were admitted by the expreſs command of 
God, to an ordinance which ſignifies the ſame 
as Baptiſm, and which appears to have Bap- 
tiſm or nothing ſubſtituted in its place; Why 
ſhould we refuſe this divine ordinance to the 
{eed of believers? Have we any order from 
+ God for ſo doing? Where is it to be found? 
How can we expect to find ſuch a prohibition, 
when we know, that infants, with their pa- 
rents, were admitted to a ſimilar rite, under a 
leſs perfect revelation of the ſame Covenant? 
Eſpecially when we conſider, that what be- 
longed to Abraham, belonged alſo to his ſeed; 
and that believing” Gentiles are the ſeed of 


Abraham, according to Rom. i iv. and Gal. iii. 


There 1s nothing like forbidding Baptiſm to 
Infants, but very much the contrary, in 
Mark X. 13, 14. where it is faid, «© They 
«© brought young children to Chriſt, that he 
<« ſhould touch them; and his diſciples re- 
*© buked thoſe that brought them. But when 
* Jeſus ſaw it, he was much diſpleaſed, rn 
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« ſaid unto them, Suffer the little children to 
cc come unto me, and forbid them not; for 
« of ſuch is the kingdom of God,” In Mat- 
thew xix. 14. it is“ Of ſuch is the kingdom 
© of heaven.” If it be aſked, What is here 
meant by the kingdom of heaven? I appre- 
hend it muſt be anſwered, Either the kingdom 
of Grace, or the kingdom of Glory. But take 
it in which ſenſe we pleaſe, it ſeems to favour 
Infant Baptiſm; if the former, to wif, the 


kingdom of Grace, or viſible church, Bap- 


tiſm is the door of admiſſion ; if the latter, vix. 
the inviſible church or kingdom of Glory, then 
they muſt be regenerated, for, according to 
John iii. 5. © that which is not born again, 
ce cannot enter into the kingdom of God.” 
Now, if they may be ſubjects of regeneration, 
why not of Baptiſm, which is an outward ſign 
of it? 55 | | 


Our adverſaries. are ever ready to object 
againſt Baptiſm's being adminiſtered to In- 
fants ; that they are improper ſubjects, as hav- 
ing neither faith in Chriſt, nor knowledge of 


what is done to them. But is not this ob- 


jection equally. as forcible againſt Infant Cir- 
cumciſion? And Infant Salvation? Our In- 
fants know the meaning of their Baptiſm, as 
well as the Infants of the Jews knew the mean- 


ing of their Circumciſion : And if it be ſaid, 


Infants cannot believe, and therefore muſt not 
be baptized ; becauſe it is written, Mark xvi. 
16. © He that bhelieveth and is baptized ſhall 
ce be faved;” it might as juſtly be added, In- 
fants cannot believe, and therefore cannot be 
ſaved, becauſe it is added in the very next 
words, He that beheveth not ſhall be damn- 
| B «a0. 
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tc ed,” Where a confeſſion of faith is ſpoken 
of as a pre-requiſite to Baptiſm, there is no 
reference to infants. The Apoſtle gives a 
rule, that none ſhould eat, but thoſe who la- 
bour. It were monſtrous,” ſays Biſhop 
Uſher, „from thence to deny meat to child- 
ce ren, or impotent perſons.” | 


The Saviour of ſinners took little children 
up in his arms, put his hands upon them, and 
bleſſed them, Mark x. 16. I think our op- 
ponents take notice, that the text does not ſay 
he baptized them. Truly I ſhould have won- 
dered greatly if it had, for then it would have 
contradicted John iv. 2. which ſays, © Jeſus 
« himſelf baptized not.” But J conceive what 
Chriſt did to them, was far more than our 
baptizing them in his name, and fully proves 
that they are capable of the divine blefling. 


Our oppoſers avail themſelves of the words 
<« of ſuch,” meaning, ſay they, not infants in 
years, but perſons of an humble and child-like 
diſpoſition. But is not this a forced interpre- 
tation? Does it not intimate, that its author 

has gone to the paſſage rather to ſupport a 
favourite opinion, than to enter into its true 
and obvious meaning? * Suppoling for a mo- 
«© ment,” as Mr. Addinton obſerves, “that 
C our Lord means grown-up perſons, like 
ce children; it implies, that there is ſomething 
« pleaſing to Chriſt in children; and if ſuch 
« orown-up perſons as are like children are 
cc the proper ſubjects of his kingdom, certainly 


« children themſelves, to whom they are 
& NE.” 


But 
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But why ſhould our Saviour be ſo angry 
with his diſciples, becauſe they forbad infants 
in years to be brought unto him, merely be- 
cauſe his kingdom did not conſiſt of Infants, 
but of grown-up perſons of an humble diſpo- 
ſition? I think the perſon mult have a very 
uncommon diſcernment, who can perceive any 
juſt connection between his great diſpleaſure 
at them for refuſing Infants to be brought to 
him, and aſſigning as the reaſon, that his king- 
dom conſiſted of quite different perſons of an 
humble diſpoſition. As ſome have aſked, 
Might he not with equal or more reaſon have 
blamed them if they had forbid lambs or doves 
from being brought unto him ? And ſaid, Suf- 
fer them to be brought unto me, for of ſuch, 
i. e. of perſons of a meek and humble temper, 
is the kingdom of heaven? I conclude (and 
I think fairly) from this paſſage, that Infants 
make part of Chriſt's kingdom ; and, there- 
fore, I do not refuſe Baptiſm to them, becauſe 
it appears the only outward rite by which they 
may be lawfully initiated as ſuch. 


When our Lord commiſſioned his diſciples 
to go forth and teach all nations, baptizing 
them, he made no exception to Infants; and 
let it be here remarked, that this commiſſion 
was given to Jews, who had always ſeen the 
Infants of believers admitted with their parents 
to Circumciſion, and knew that the Gentiles 
were now to be grafted into the ſame olive- 
tree, and partake of all their religious privi- 
leges: They were moreover exceedingly tena- 
cious of their rites, and had ſeen their Maſter's 
kindneſs to little children, and had heard him 
Tay, * That his kingdom was of ſuch :” Now, 
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ſuppoſing he had ſaid to theſe men, Go pro- 
ſelyte, or diſciple, all nations, circumciſing 
them : Would any have imagined that children 
were excluded? And after Paul has called 
Baptiſm the Chriſtian Circumciſion, how can 
any ſuppoſe that they are excluded in this 


commiſſion ? Were they to be excluded, ſure- 
ly this was the very time to have mentioned 


it; but I do not find that it is done either 


here or any where elſe. 


In 1 Cor. vii. 14. Paul makes a difference 


between the children of believers and infidels ; 


he ſays, the latter are unclean, and the former 
are holy: But in what ſenſe can one be deem- 
ed holy and the other unclean, when by nature 
they are both alike ? The moſt rational and 
conſiſtent anſwer that occurs to me is, That 
the offspring of believers are holy in the ſame 
fenſe that the Jews were an holy nation, i. e. 
becauſe they have a divine right to be admitted 
into the viſible church by Baptiſm, juſt as the 
Infants of the Jews had by Circumciſion. The 
oppoſers of Infant Baptiſm tell us, that by ho- 
ly, we are to underſtand legitimate, or law- 
fully begotten; but this, to ſay the leaſt of it, 
appears a ſtrange and unnatural interpretation. 
What need is there that one of the parents 
ſhould be a believer, in order to make the 
child legitimate ? Are not the children of infi- 
dels as lawfully begotten as the children of be- 
levers, provided they have been lawfully mar- 
ried? I fear many children are born into the 
world, whoſe parents are neither of them he- 
lievers; but I ſhould be ſorry to infer from 
hence, that they are all baſtards ; and yet that 
inference feems unavoidable from the fore- 


going 
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V 
going interpretation. Dr. Guiſe obterves, 
« That the original words rendered unclean 
te and holy, occur almoſt numberlefs times in 
« the Seventy, and in the New Teftament ; 
« but he cannot find that they are ever once 
ce uſed to ſignify illegitimate and legitimate: 
« And as the Apoſtle is ſpeaking of perſons 
cc already married, there was no reaſon to 
« doubt whether their children were legiti- 
« mate, for that did not depend on the faith 
« of the parents, but the legitimacy of their 
„ marriage.” Dr. Doddridge notes, © That 
ce to ſuppoſe holy ſignifies legitimate, and un- 
e clean illegitimate, ſeems not only an unſcrip- 
ce tural ſenſe of the word, but a ſenſe the ar- 
«© gument will by no means bear; for it would 
ce be proving a thing by itſelf, idem per idem, 
c to argue that the converſe of the parents 
« was lawful, becauſe the children were not 
« baſtards; wheres all who thought the con- 
c verſe of the parents unlawful, muſt of courſe 
« think the children illegitimate.” 

That the children of believers are not to be 
excluded from Baptiſm, ſeems to appear from 
Peter's words, Acts ii. 38, 39. © Repent ye 
and be baptized every one of you,” &c. 
For the promiſe is to you and to your chil- 
« dren,” &c. It is obſervable here, that as 
he encourages them to repentance by telling 
them they ſhould receive the forgiveneſs of 
ſins, and the influences of the Holy Ghoſt, fo 
he urges them to ſubmit to the new diſpenſa- 
tion of the covenant by being baptized in the 
name of Chriſt, by telling them that the pro- 
miſe is to them and their children. The pro- 
miſe in Joel's prophecy, quoted in the pre- 
ceding verſes, ſeems not to be intended here, 
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becauſe that was a promiſe of ſupernatural and 


miraculous gifts, which was already fulfilled 


in the Apoſtles, and which Peter could by 
no means aſſure all of who repented and were 
baptized. I therefore underſtand by it, the 
promiſe of Abraham's covenant, which gave 
his infant ſeed a right to Circumciſion ; and in 
this opinion I am ſtrengthened by the Apoſtle's 
words in the 25th verſe of the following chap- 
ter, where he enforceth his exhortation to re- 
pentance upon his Jewiſh hearers, by ſaying, 
« Ye are the children of the covenant which 
«© God made with our fathers, ſaying unto 
« Abraham, And in thy ſeed ſhall all the 
« kindreds of the earth be bleſſed.” But 
whatever be intended by it, it is plainly urg- 
ed, as a reaſon why they ſhould be baptized to 
whom it is made, “ and it is to your children 
« as well as to you,” ſays the Apoſtle; and, 
therefore, 1t would ſeem to follow, that their 
children alſo ought to be baptized. © If the 
«© promiſe being made to the parents, ſays 
Mr. Boſtwick, © was any reaſon why they 
* ought to be baptized, as the Apoſtle ex- 
6 preſsly declares, then the ſame promiſe ex- 
ce tending to their children, muſt be an equal 
« reaſon for adminiſtering Baptiſm to them. 


« To ſuppoſe their children excluded from 


c Baptiſm, muſt render the Apoſtle's argu- 
« ment very confuſed and inconcluſive ; for 
« then it muſt ſtand thus: The promiſe is 
<« to you, therefore be baptized in the name 


« of the Lord Jeſus; the ſame promiſe is 


* equally to your children, yet let not your 
children be baptized, for they are improper 
ce ſubjects of ſuch an ordinance, What an 
* abſurdity !” 


By 
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By their children, we are told by ſome, that 
not their infant, but adult offspring are in- 
tended; but neither the text, nor the ſcope of 
the argument will fairly admit of this ſenſe ; 
«© The Apoſtle does not ſay, adds the above- 
mentioned Author, „the promiſe is now to 
c you, and ſhall be to your children when 
« grown up; but the promiſe is to you and 
ce to your children.” Beſides, to ſuppoſe he 
only means their children when grown up, 
and called by grace, is making next to no- 
thing of what he ſays, for on this ſuppoſition, 
he ſays no more than might be ſaid of the 
children of heathens. On the whole, I can- 
not think this paſſage 1s to be given up as 
making nothing for Infant Baptiſm. 


Many learned men have urged apoſtolic tra- 
dition in favour of Infant Baptiſm.* They 
quote paſſages to prove it from Juſtin Martyr, 
who wrote about forty years after the Apoſ- 
tles; from Irenæus, who wrote about the 
year of our Lord 167 ;—likewiſe from Ter- 
tullian, who lived near the end of the ſecond 
century: Dr. Gill ſays he was the firſt who 
ſpoke of Infant Baptiſm, and at the ſame time 
ſpoke againſt it: It is allowed he adviſed to 
defer it, except in caſes of neceſſity, or danger 
of death; but then it is contended, that he 
ſtood alone in his opinion, and that his adviſ- 
ing to defer it, except in ſuch caſes, may be 
juſtly deemed an inconteſtable proof that In- 
fant Baptiſm was practiſed in his day. It is 
true, the Primitive Fathers have ſaid little of 
1t, and the reaſon ſeems to be, that in their 
days no diſputes had been moved about it. 


* 'This part on apoſtolic tradition is chiefly ſelected 
from a pamphlet wrote (I think) by a Mr. Towgood. 


But 
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But in the time of Origen, diſputes aroſe 
about original ſin, and then more expreſs men- 
tion was made of Infant Baptiſm, particularly 
by Origen, and after him by Cyprian, in whoſe 
time a council of ſixty-ſix Biſhops met at Car- 
thage, when one Fidus, a country Biſhop, hav- 
ing entertained ſome doubt whether he might 
lawfully adminiſter Baptiſm to Infants before 
they were eight days old, according to the law 
of Circumciſion ; and it was unanimouſly 
agreed, that it was unneceſſary to defer it to 
the eighth day. Now as this was only about 
one hundred and fifty years after the Apoſtles, 
and ſome of theſe Biſhops, we may reaſonably 
ſuppoſe, were ſeventy or eighty years old, who 
of courſe were baptized in their infancy, which 
Carries up the practice to within eighty years 


of the Apoſtles; and at the time of their Bap- 


tiſm, there were many alive who muſt have 
been horn in the Apoſtle's days, and could 
not but certainly know what their appoint- 
ment and practice was as to this matter. 


That it was the univerſal practice from the 
beginning of Chriſtianity, appears from the 
well-known controverſy between Auſtin and 
Pelagius, concerning original ſin, about the 
year 410. Auſtin, to prove that infants were 
tainted with it, frequently mentions their Bap- 
tiſm, demanding, Why infants were baptized 
for the remiſſion of ſin, if they had none? 
Pelagius found himſelf puzzled, and no doubt 
would have denied the fact, had there been 
any foundation for it; but he was ſo far from 
doing it, that ſome of his adverſaries having 
drawn it as a conſequence of his opinion, he 
diſcjaims it with indignation, ſaying, That he- 


nad 
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had been ſlanderouſly repreſented by men as 
denying the ſacrament of Baptiſm to Infants ; 
and adds, that he never heard, no not any im- 
| om heretick, who did fo. 


Now, are we to ſuppoſe that a perſon of 
Pelagius's learning and acuteneſs, who lived 
ſo near the time of the Apoſtles, and was per- 
ſonally converſant in ſome of the moſt noted 
churches in Europe, Aſia, and Africa, would 
not be able to diſcover whether Infant Bap- 
tiſm was an innovation, eſpecially when his 
cauſe ſo much required it ?—If all the churches 
were eſtabliſhed by the Apoſtles upon the plan 
of Adult Baptiſm, and every where rejecting 
infants; it 1s incredible, that Infant Baptiſm 
ſhould ſo early and univerſally prevail, that 
Pelagius ſhould never have heard or read of 
any, either chriftian or heretick, who denied 
Baptiſm to them. When it began to be denied, 
and by whom, we are not at a loſs to know, 
but hiſtory does not inform us when or by 
whom it was introduced; from which, we con- 
clide, it muſt have been handed down from 
the Apoities. 


Notwitftunding Infant Baptiſm has long 
been practiſed, not only by the churches of 
England and Scotland, bot likewiſe by every 
national church in the chriſtian world, toge- 
ther with the far greater part of thoſe who dif- 
ſent from all national eſtabliſhments ; yet it 
appears ſo ſtrange and inconſiſtent to a few 
who reject it, that I ſhall not be ſurprized 
to hear, that they have hardly patience to read 
- theſe few pages wrote in its defence. Admit- 
ting, therefore, that the chriſtian church was 
at 
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at firſt eſtabliſhed upon their plan; What 
could thoſe ſay for themſelves who firſt begun 
to baptize Infants ? If it appears ſo ſtrange to 
a few, after having been ſo long practiſed by 
the generality of Chriſtians, how ſtrange muſt 
it have appeared at its firſt enterance ? Sure- 
ly they who firſt begun the practice, mult have 
been ſtrangely cried out againft; and what, 1 
aſk again, could they ſay for themſelves? 
They could not urge in their defence either 
Apoſtolic precept or practice, for the whole 
Chriſtian world would have roſe up in oppoſi- 
tion againſt them. That ſo great an error 
could ſo univerſally prevail, and in ſo ſhort a 
time, contrary to the command and example 
of all the Apoſtles, the primitive ſaints, and 
the original eſtabliſhment of all the churches 
in the world, ſeems as difficult to believe by 
me, as to believe Infant Baptiſm may ſeem 
difficult to thoſe who now deny it. 


A great number of ſects and hereſies ſprung 
up to the rending the church into many con- 
tending parties in thoſe early times, which 
were ſpies one upon another ; ſtrange indeed 
that they ſhould all agree to depart from the 
Apoſtolic practice to baptize Infants! I be- 
lieve never any error (if it be one) prevailed 


fo univerſally, where the temptation to 1t was 
fo ſmall. 
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On the Mode of BAPTISM. 


AVING endeavoured to point out the 
H proper ſubjects of Baptiſm, I ſhall next 
conſider the mode by which it is lawfully ad- 
miniſtered. To me, this appears a matter of 
leſs moment than the former, and 1 cannot 
help lamenting, that ſo much ſtreſs is laid up- 


on it. But, alas! the farther we advance in 


ſelf-knowledge, the more firmly are we per- 
ſuaded of this melancholy truth, that there is a 


proneneſs in us to contend about little things, 


and neglect the more weighty matters. 


That water is to he uſed in Baptiſm is fo - 


plain, as not to admit of a diſpute amongſt us 
who approve of outward Baptiſm at all; but 
what quantity of it is neceſſary, to my remem- 
brance, the Bible no more informs us, than it 
does what quantity of bread and wine are to be 
taken in the Lord's ſupper ; and I ſee no reaſon 
why we might not as well diſpute about the 
one as the other : If the efficacy be in the out- 
ward elements, perhaps the more the better ; 
but if the bread and wine in the Lord's ſupper, 
and water in Baptiſm, be only outward ſigns, 
I ſee not why a morſel of bread may not an- 
ſwer the end as well as a full meal—Why a 
ſpoonful of wine may not do as well as a full 
pint—and, by a parity of reaſon, why a hand- 
ful of water may not anſwer the end in Baptiſm 
as well as a full river. > 


That 
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That the Greek word rendered baptize, ſig- 
nifies to dip, is not diſputed by me; but that 
it is its only ſignification, muſt be denied. 
The very learned and judicious Dr. Owen, 
tells us, that in all good authors, the word not 
only ſignifies to dip, but alfo ts waſh, or 
cleanſe; ; and he was obliged to fay, and ready 
to prove, that no honeſt man, who underftood 
the Greek tongue, could deny, but that the 
word ſignified to waſh, as well as to dip. Nor 
does it always ſignify to waſh by dipping, but 
alſo hy the application of water otherways, as 
Mark vii. 4, 5. where it is found to expreſs 
the waſhings. which the Phariſees uſed after 
coming from the market before they eat; alſo 
the waſhing of cups and pots, brazen veſſels 
and tables or beds; but we can hardly ſuppoſe 
that they plunged their whole bodies in water 
before their meals, or that they dipped their 

tables or beds at all, eſpecially if (as many 
learned writers have ſaid) the Jews had no ſuch 
cuſtom, either then or before. There were 
different kinds of waſhings among the Jews; 
hence the Apoſtle ſpeaking of that dark diſ- 
penfation, = that it ſtood in meats and 
drinks, and divers walbings 1: or, as it is in the 
original, baptiſms, Heb. ix. 10. And that 
ſome of their waſhings were by ſprinkling is 
lain from Lev. viii. x1. Chap. xiv. 7. 14—17. 
3 xix. 18. It is true we read, 2 Chron. iv. 
6. that the Molten Sea was made for the Prieſts 
to waſh in, but it does not follow that they 
dipped themſelves in it; I rather think, that 
they only waſhed their hands and feet thereat, 
according to the general rule, Exod. xxx. 19. 
And it is likely this was the way the Phariſees 
waſhed before dinner ; hence they ſaid to Jeſus, 


Why 


CO I — ̃ iQ—Q— j 


7 29 1 

Why do thy diſciples tranſgreſs the tradition 
of the elders? for they waſh not their hands 
before they eat bread, Matt. xv. 2. Now, if 
they be ſaid to have been - baptiſed, who had 
water applied to their hands and feet only, 
Why may we not ſay our children are baptized, 
when in the name of Father, Son, and Holy 


Ghoſt, water hath been folemnly ITY to 
their faces ? | 


The oppoſers of our peattior © are not willing 
to allow the term 4apti/m to what we do to our 
children, but generally call it infent ſprinkling ; 
and ſome learned in the Greek, call it rantiſm, 
from the Greek word pavrigo; to AE PETE 


But, with ſubmiſſion, I would biſtro that 
we have the very beſt authority for calling 
fprinkling baptizing ; the Author of the epiſtle 
to the Hebrews did ſo before us, particularly 
in the afore-cited paſſage, where, ſpeaking of 
the different modes of applying water for puri: 
fication under the law, he calls them diverſe 
baptiſins; and that ſprinkling was one mode 
he had his eye upon at that time, is quite clear 
from the following verſes, in which he expreſs- 
ly mentions ſprinkling the unclean with the 
blood of bulls and goats, and the aſhes of an 
heifer; as likewiſe that Moſes ſprinkled both 
the book and all the people, together with the 
tabernacle and all the veſſels of the miniſtry, 
Heb. 1x. 10. 13. 19. 2 


1 in Dan. v. 21. where it is faid 
that Nebuchadnezzar was wet with the dew of 
heaven, the Seventy have rendered it, baptized 
with the dew of heaven.—lſracl are faid to have 


been 


1 

been baptized to Moſes in the cloud, and in 
the ſea; but we know they could not be dip- 
ped in the former, and that they were not in 
the latter: Pharoah and his hoſts were dipped 


indeed, for they ſank as lead in the mighty 
waters Not ſo the Iſraelites, | | 


The Apoſtles too were baptized with the 
Holy Ghoſt and fire, according to the words 
of Chriſt's Fore-runner ; but not by dipping : 
The ſpirit was poured out from on high upon 


their heads, in the likeneſs of cloven tongues 


of fire. See Matt. iii. 11. Acts i. 5. ch. ii. 3. 


That Baptiſm is an emblematical repreſen- 
tation of the remiſſion of fins is intimated by 
the Apoſtle, Acts 11. 38. but the bleſſing it- 
ſelf we have through the blood of Chriſt. 
There 1s nothing elſe which cleanſeth from all 
fin, 1 John i. 7.—lIt is this only which purges 
the conſcience from dead works to ſerve the 
living God, Heb. ix. 14. But we know it is 
ſpoken of as being applied by ſprinkling; the 
blood of the ſacrifices, which typified it under 
the law, was applied by ſprinkling ; and. hence 
the blood of Jeſus is called the blood of ſprink- 
ling, Heb. xii. 24. and we read of the heart's 
being ſprinkled from an evil conſcience, — 
Hex. 23 


That ſprinkling is a proper method of waſh- 
ing, or cleanſing, is plain from the ſtile in 
which the Scripture ſpeaks of another great 
bleſſing ſignified by Baptiſm, o wit, Sanctifi- 


cation. It was promiſed of old, that the Meſ- 


ſiah ſhould ſprinkle many nations, Iſa. Ii. 15. 


And when God promiſes the ſanctifying influ- 


ences 


„ 


ences of his ſpirit as a bleſſing of the new cove- 
nant, he expreſſeth it thus, I will ſprinkle clean 
- water upon you and ye ſhall be _— EZ. xxxvi. 25. 


I would add further, that in ah New Teſta- 
ment we have Baptiſms recorded which do not 
appear to have been adminiſtered by dipping, 
as the Baptiſm of Saul, which he ſeems to have 
received by the hands of Ananias in the houſe 
of Judas.—Likewiſe the Baptiſm of thoſe Gen- 
tiles to whom Peter preached in the houſe of 
Cornelious, and concerning whom he faid, 

Can any forbid water that theſe ſhould be 
baptized? We have no intimation that either 
Judas or Cornelious had. baths proper to dip 
them in, nor 1s there any mention made of 
their going out to a river; Peter's words inti- 
mate the contrary, Can any forbid water, &c. 
The moſt obvious ſenſe of which ſeems to be, 

as ſeveral learned men have obſerved, Can my 
forbid water being brought ? 


With reſpect to the Jailor and his houſhold, 
1 canner pretend to ſay where they were bap- 
tized ; whether in his own houſe, or in ſome 
apartment of the priſon ; but there is no cir- 
cumſtance which naturally leads me to think 
they were dipped. Nor does it appear likely, 
that the three thouſand mentioned Acts ii, 
were baptized by dipping. I can hardly think 
that the Apoſtles could baptize ſo many in one 
day by immerſing their whole bodies under wa- 
ter. To ſay that the ſeventy diſciples aſſiſted, is 
to be. wiſe above what is written. We have no 
reaſon to think they had change of raiment for 
ſo many To have dipped them in their wear- 
ing apparel, would have been unſafe—To have 


done 
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done it naked, would have been immodeſt ; 
and to ſuppoſe that every one brought change of 
raiment for himſelf, is to ſuppoſe too much, vix. 
that they went with a deſign to be baptized; 
but ſurely they had no ſuch intention, * ey 
were uſt pricked to the heart. 


Much ſtreſs has been laid on John's baptiz- 
ing in Jordan, and in Enon near Salim, be- 
cauſe there was much water there. But allow- 
ing that John's Baptiſm was a Chriſtian ordi- 
Dance, (which is by no means clear) I can ſee 
much propriety in his fixing on ſuch places to 
baptize in, without ſuppoling that he adminiſ- 
tered it by dipping. We read that all Jeru- 
ſalem, and all Judea, and all the region round 
about Jordan, went out to him: Now the much 
water, or many waters, as it is in the Greek, 
i. e. the many ſtreams of Enon, would be very 
refreſhing to ſo great a multitude, in ſo warm 
a climate, and afford him a more convenient 
opportunity for baptizing ſuch numbers, than 
he could have had in any particular houſe, let 
the mode have been what it would. I incline 
to think he did not dip them, not only for ſuch 
reaſons as noticed above reſpecting the three 
thouſand in the 2d of the Acts of the Apoſtles ; 
but more eſpecially becauſe his baptizing with 
Water, is ſpoken of as prefiguring Chriſt's bap- 
tizing them with the Holy Ghoſt and fire, ſee 
Acts i. 5. 8. chap. xi. 15, 16. I leave it to 
the reader's own judgment to determine, whe- 
ther plunging the body in water, or pouring 
water upon it, was the moſt ſuitable emblem 
of the pouring out of the ſpirit, 


— : As 
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As to the prepoſitions rendered into, and 
out of, it is well known they are very often 
rendered to and from; and allowing them pro- 
perly tranſlated where they make moſt for our 
oppoſers, they do not make ſo much as their 
cauſe requires ; for if our Lord and the Eunuch 
went into, and came out of, the water, it does 
not abſolutely follow, thar either of them were 
over-head in the water, Where is there a text 
in the whole Bible that ſays any perſon was 
dipped over-head, when Baptiſm was admi- 
niſtered unto him. For ſuch a paſſage I have 
ſought, but have not found it; and am now 
perſuaded ſuch a one 1s not to be found. 


Where the Apoſtle ſpeaks of believers as 
buried with Chriſt by Baptiſm, in his epiſtles 
to the Romans and Coloſſians, it is evident he 
intends their dying unto fin, and living unto 
righteouſneſs. Every true Chriſtian is crucifi- 
ed with Chriſt, and quickened by the Spirit, 
that he may live unto God. The mode of 
Baptiſm is not the Apoſtle's ſubje& in thoſe 
places, but the things ſignified by Baptiſm. 
And it is a queſtion whether there be any al- 
luſion to the mode of Baptiſm in them at all. 
But allowing it as our adverſaries defire, it 
only follows, that dipping is a proper mode 
of baptizing ; and as to dip, is a good ſenſe of 
the original word rendered baptize, it is a 
mode to which I have no objection, where all 
other circumſtances are agreeable to the rules 
of decency and fafety ; but whether all the 
Baptiſms adminiſtered in our day, are con- 
formable to the firſt, I appeal to the modeſty 
of ſuch ſpectators as have not got inured to 
them by cuſtom. 
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Tus CONCLUOSISON:; 
\INCE God has no where forbid Infant Bap- 
— tiſm, or ſaid that dipping is eſſential to 
the right adminiſtration of it; let us not for- 
bid what he hath not forbidden, or make chat 
eſſential which he has not made ſo: But let us 


go on to dedicate our dear offspring to the Lord 
in this ſolemn ordinance, and remember, that 


hereby we obligate ourſelves to train them u 
in his nurture and admonition. He hath com- 
mitted to our truſt both the care of their bo- 


dies and ſouls, and we ſhould watch for them 


as thoſe who muſt give an account. —Let us 
then begin þetimes to inſtruct them, not only 


how to live honeſtly and uſefully to men, but 


humbly and devoutly to God. —How to live 
on earth, ſo as to live in heaven. Let us en- 
deavour to make them acquainted with the 
evil of their natures, and the neceffity of the 
new birth. Let us frequently direct them to 
that precious name which is as ointment pour- 
ed forth, - into which they have been baptized, 
and by which alone they can be ſaved, Acts iv. 
12. And particularly let us recommend to 
their attention, a ftudious ſearch into the ly 
Scriptures ; theſe are able to make them wife 
unto ſalvation, and to furniſh them unto all 
good works: Be it our concern therefore, that 
our children, -like Timothy, may know them 
from their infan'y. Methinks what God ſaid 
to Ifrael of old, he ſays to every believing pa- 
rent in reference to the Scriptures, Deut. vi. 
7. „ Thou fhalt teach them diligently unto 
ee thy children, and fhalt talk of them when 
te thou fitteſt in thine houſe, and when chou 
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ce walkeſt by the way, and when thou lieft 
down, and when thou riſeſt up.” We 
muſt mind to inſtruct them by our lives as 
well as our lips; if our own actions are not 
agreeable to our inſtructions, how can we 
expect that theirs ſhould ?—But as our beſt 
directions will only be like water. ſpilt upon 
the ground without the divine bleſſing, let 
us at all times accompany them with our 
fervent prayers to God that he would make 
them effectual. We have many motives to 
excite us to ſuch a conduct, as, 1ſt, The worth 
of our children's ſouls, which, in the judg- 
ment of Chriſt, is more than the whole world. 
Matth. xvi. 26. 2dly, The many dangers 
to which they are expoſed in the world, 
3dly, Our unſpeakable miſery, if their blood 
ſhould be required at our hands, as being 
loſt by means of our neglect. Laſtly, Our 
great happineſs in training them up for 
heaven, and being inſtrumental to their 
everlaſting ſalvation. How bleſſed will 
they be, whoſe children ſhall be their crown 
of rejoicing in the great day! Oh! then, 
let us not neglect the precious ſouls of 
our dear children, for if we do, there needs 
no further witneſs to prove that we neglect our 
own, which is the very height of folly and 
madneſs. That theſe conſiderations may ſink 
deep into our hearts, may God of his infinite 
mercy grant for Chriſt's ſake. Amen. 
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